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There was no objection.

f

CERTIFICATION IN CONNECTION
WITH EFFECTIVENESS OF AUS-
TRALIAN GROUP REGARDING EX-
PORT OF CHEMICAL AND BIO-
LOGICAL WEAPONS-RELATED
MATERIALS AND TECHNOLOGY
(H. DOC. NO. 105–246 )

The SPEAKER pro tempore laid be-
fore the House the following message
from the President of the United
States; which was read and, together
with the accompanying papers, without
objection, referred to the Committee
on International Relations and ordered
to be printed:
To the Congress of the United States:

In accordance with the resolution of
advice and consent to ratification of
the Convention on the Prohibition of
the Development, Production, Stock-
piling and Use of Chemical Weapons
and on Their Destruction, adopted by
the Senate of the United States on
April 24, 1997, I hereby certify in con-
nection with Condition (7)(C)(i), Effec-
tiveness of Australia Group, that;

Australia Group members continue
to maintain an equally effective or
more comprehensive control over the
export of toxic chemicals and their pre-
cursors, dual-use processing equip-
ment, human, animal and plant patho-
gens and toxins with potential biologi-
cal weapons application, and dual-use
biological equipment, as that afforded
by the Australia Group as of April 25,
1997; and

The Australia Group remains a viable
mechanism for limiting the spread of
chemical and biological weapons-relat-
ed materials and technology, and that
the effectiveness of the Australia
Group has not been undermined by
changes in membership, lack of compli-
ance with common export controls and
nonproliferation measures, or the
weakening of common controls and
nonproliferation measures, in force as
of April 25, 1997.

WILLIAM J. CLINTON.
THE WHITE HOUSE, April 29, 1998.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
PEASE). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 1997, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

f

HIGHER EDUCATION ACT
REAUTHORIZATION

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
PRICE) is recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PRICE of North Carolina. Mr.
Speaker, it is important that the
House move quickly next week to reau-
thorize the Higher Education Act. As
an educator for nearly 20 years, I know
the importance of ensuring that a col-

lege education is within reach for all of
our people.

I represent a district that has a tre-
mendous stake in the Higher Education
Act. That was made clear in an all-day
forum that I convened in Raleigh on
September 22 of last year. We received
recommendations from the presidents
of our institutions of higher education,
from a number of students and finan-
cial aid administrators and business
leaders. I am pleased that the bill re-
ported by the Committee on Education
and the Workforce reflects many of
these concerns.

For example, the committee saw fit
to include the highly successful State
Student Incentive Grant program in
this year’s reauthorization. This is the
only student aid program that main-
tains the Federal partnership with the
States and encourages them to do their
part to help needy students attend col-
lege.

The cornerstone of the higher edu-
cation is the Pell Grant program. But
more funds are desperately needed to
be authorized, and I am extremely
pleased that the Higher Education Act
included a dramatic increase to a max-
imum grant level of $4,500.

As an original cosponsor of the Cam-
pus-Based Child Care bill of the gentle-
woman from Maryland (Mrs. MORELLA),
I was pleased to see its inclusion in the
Higher Education Act.

More and more young mothers are
pursuing college degrees. For some, it
is a matter of making the transition
from welfare to work. The Campus-
Based Child Care provision is one of the
most forward-thinking aspects of this
bill.

I am also pleased that adjustments
were made that would allow histori-
cally black colleges and universities
more flexibility in funding and expand-
ing graduate programs. Title 3 funding
must remain a high priority as we im-
plement the Higher Education Act.

Mr. Speaker, this is not a perfect bill,
and I particularly regret that this
year’s reauthorization does not more
effectively target money to train
teachers in the use of new technology.
That is a need that I have heard re-
peatedly about in my district. I am
hopeful that education leaders in the
States will give this need high priority
as they allocate the bill’s block grant
funds.

Mr. Speaker, the Higher Education
Act is landmark legislation critical to
the needs of students and their families
and to our Nation’s commitment to
educational opportunity and excel-
lence.

We face new challenges ranging from
accommodating growing numbers of
nontraditional and mid-career stu-
dents, to training students for an in-
creasingly sophisticated workplace, to
orienting education to the inter-
national marketplace.

The Higher Education Act will be of
great importance as we meet these
challenges, and I urge my colleagues to
pass it enthusiastically with a large bi-
partisan majority next week.

EXCHANGE OF SPECIAL ORDER
TIME

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan-
imous consent to trade my 5-minute
Special Order time with the gentleman
from Texas (Mr. SESSIONS).

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Texas?

There was no objection.
f

RESPONSE TO ATTACK BY MINOR-
ITY LEADER ON SPEAKER GING-
RICH

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. DELAY) is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. DELAY. Mr. Speaker, I rise today
to respond to a partisan attack
launched by the minority leader on the
Speaker of the House this morning.
Once again, instead of focusing on the
issues at hand, the minority leader has
sought to change the subject.

The Speaker has made two very im-
portant points regarding the White
House and its continued ethics prob-
lems. First, the Speaker has stressed
that no man is above the law. Second,
he has pointed out that the American
people deserve to know the truth about
the activities in the White House.

The minority leader has decided to
divert attention from those very basic
points. It is the hope of the White
House and of the minority that this di-
version will keep attention away from
the very real ethical problems of this
administration. I tell you, Mr. Speak-
er, the truth will come out. It may be
sooner, and it may be later, but, some-
day, the truth will come out.

I urge the President to preserve the
dignity of the office that he holds by
coming forward about the facts. The
longer that these allegations fester,
the more damage is done to the presi-
dency.

Unfortunately, the White House has
rejected that advice. Rather than being
candid with the American people, the
White House hides behind executive
privilege. In fact, the Clinton/Gore ad-
ministration has invoked executive
privilege 12 times. They have used ex-
ecutive privilege almost as often as
they have used the veto pen.

Throughout their administration,
they have vetoed only 20 bills. They
have employed executive privilege for
campaign scandals, for travel office
scandals, for memos regarding drug
policy, for Filegate, and for other scan-
dals.

That is a very troubling precedent, a
precedent that should trouble the Dem-
ocrat Party. But an eerie silence has
emanated from the Democrat minority.

When it comes to the President’s use
of executive privilege, the Democrats
hear no evil, see no evil, and speak no
evil. I have yet to hear one member of
the minority leadership admit that
they are troubled by the White House
scandals. Where is the outrage from
the Democrats about these allegations?
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The one time that the minority lead-

er has spoken out on this issue has
been to condemn the Speaker of the
House, the one time. The Nation has
been preoccupied by White House scan-
dals all year, and the minority leader’s
only response has been to blame the
Speaker. That fits in very nicely with
the White House strategy of spin, the
whole spin, and nothing but the spin.

Clearly, they are testing the propo-
sition that you cannot fool all the peo-
ple all the time. Mr. Speaker, you can-
not fool all the people all the time. And
the American people have grown very
weary of this White House’s efforts to
distract them from the truth.

We are all damaged by the White
House efforts to delay this investiga-
tion, to destroy the investigator, and
to deny everything to the media.

The minority leader said in his
speech today, and I quote, ‘‘Ideally, we
are able to put aside our partisan inter-
ests and consider ‘the people’s busi-
ness,’ if not with a blank slate, at least
with an open mind.’’

Can the leader really believe that he
has approached these issues with an
open mind when the only person he
blames in the very White House scan-
dals is the Speaker of the House?

I urge the minority leader to join us
in finding out the truth. He should be
calling for the truth. Let us put this
partisanship aside and look soberly at
the very serious allegations that have
beset this White House. No man is
above the law, and the American peo-
ple deserve to know the truth.
f

ORDER OF BUSINESS

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed out of
order with my 5-minute Special Order.

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Michigan?

There was no objection.
f

PARTIES BECOME LIGHTNING ROD
OF PARTISANSHIP

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Michigan (Mr. STUPAK) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. STUPAK. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentleman for letting me proceed
at this time, because I did want to ad-
dress what the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. DELAY) was speaking of, because,
earlier today, I came down to the
House floor and I spoke of the Speaker,
the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. GING-
RICH), and his remarks before GOPAC,
and I hope to do it in a way that does
not bring any disservice to the House
or any personal malice toward anyone.

Look at what is going on here be-
cause of comments on both sides. We
have all become a lightning rod of par-
tisanship around here. It seems to me,
about a week ago, it was the gentleman
from Georgia (Mr. GINGRICH) who began
the personal attacks on the President.
While I am a Democrat, a member of

on the minority party, I think every
member of this country should be out-
raged. You have an ongoing investiga-
tion. So let us let the investigation
proceed.

It seems to me the Speaker some
time ago said we should all hold our
breath and step backward and let this
thing play out. But when we got before
a GOPAC dinner, the cash cow of the
Republican Party, we just could not
seem to leave it go. The claim was that
the President is obstructing justice.

We can get up here all night and say
all kinds of things about the President
and this administration, but let us put
forth the evidence; and, by evidence, I
mean credible evidence.

By stating or by starting attacks on
the President in a partisan manner be-
fore a partisan group like GOPAC, I am
afraid the Speaker has shown that he
cannot lead the House in a fair and im-
partial review of any inquiry that may
take place.

I do not know what the President’s
guilt or innocence is or whatever it
may be in this matter, but what I do
know is that, if we stick to the facts
and let it properly proceed, and if we
rely on, as our constitutional oath re-
quires us to do, credible evidence,
credibly submitted to a trier of fact,
then maybe we can get to the bottom
of this.

Unfortunately, it appears that the
Speaker has already reviewed the al-
leged facts. If he has reviewed the al-
leged facts, he obviously has made a
prejudgment, and he has made himself
a judge and jury.

So then I must ask, where is this evi-
dence? Where are these alleged facts?
Bring them forth. If he has a report, if
the report has been filed with the
Speaker’s office, bring them forth so
all of us in the House have an oppor-
tunity to see it. Make it available to at
least the Committee on the Judiciary
who, by law, has a right to review any
inquiry.

Mr. Speaker, I wish we would just
stick to the facts of the case and not
what GOPAC wants to hear but to the
facts of the case. But, instead, the
Speaker and, as even Roll Call, I mean
it is supposed to be a nonpartisan
paper, even Roll Call says, ‘‘Shame in
the Making.’’

That is exactly what we have when
we have investigations and Members
coming up here and, if I can use the
majority leader’s words, put spin on
what is going on. Let us not bring
shame to the House, but let us have the
responsibility to lead and not mislead
the House or this country.

The Speaker of the House should be a
statesman without prejudging any type
of inquiry which may or may not even
occur. Instead, I am afraid we have be-
come a lightning rod.

I hate to remind the House, but just
over a year ago we had to reprimand
the Speaker and fine him approxi-
mately $300,000 for bringing shame and
disrespect to this House. Five out of
eight ethics charges he was found re-

sponsible for by our own Committee on
Ethics. Do we really want to go down
this shameful road once again?

I ask that we not bring shame and
disrespect to the House by personal at-
tacks. I would hope the Speaker would
recuse himself from any participation
in any House inquiry.

I have been there. I have done inves-
tigation of political people. But you
have to do it in an objective manner
and not necessarily before the press.
You can, and we should, do an inves-
tigation, and let the investigation pro-
ceed.

But, I mean, even, where have we
gone with this whole thing? Even the
Committee on Government Reform and
Oversight underneath the leadership of
the majority party, we have a Privacy
Act in this country that the Members
of Congress are exempt from. Yet,
when given tapes of a personal con-
versation of a witness who refused to
appear, the Privacy Act suddenly did
not apply, and the tapes were leaked to
the news media, and the personal con-
versations of this individual were re-
leased to the news media.

Is that not abuse of office? Have we
not used that office, at least that
chairman did, to release tapes of pri-
vate conversations? Maybe not in vio-
lation of the Privacy Act because he
was a Member of Congress, but cer-
tainly in violation of the spirit and in-
tent of the law. That is what we are
doing here with these investigations
certainly.

Then when the tapes were given to
the oversight committee, they were
warned in a letter not to release the
tapes. There was sensitive private in-
formation. Yet, we still do that, and we
hide behind the office of which we hold,
a great honor given to us by the Amer-
ican people but, yet, we use it for our
benefit.

I would hope that any investigations
proceed in a professional manner and
stick to the facts.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey (Mr. SAXTON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. SAXTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms.
MILLENDER-MCDONALD) is recognized
for 5 minutes.

(Ms. MILLENDER-MCDONALD ad-
dressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.)
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. RIGGS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. RIGGS addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)
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